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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 

THE REPLY FILED 16 November 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOW ANPF 
Therefore further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this appHcation A prope?re D lv to a . 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may onjy be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which ScA the SoSion in 

S2S2& S^SfflS °^ peal (with appeal fee): or (3) a timely ^SSS^^ 

_ PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) [3 The period for reply expires 4_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The perioc I for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later In 

™??&^is^JSS^SSSr" t xpire later than Slx M0NTHS from the mailin 9 dat * ofSSf n 

706 07(f) T WAS F ' LED W ' THIN TW ° MONTHS OF THE FINAL REACTION. See MPEP 

1 ° <°^ P ? 31 W3S fHed ° n • A PP ellant ' s Bri * f must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1 .1 91 (d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

IS The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) E they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(C) ^ Issue^t^lt^^ aPP ' iCati0n ^ beUer f ° rm f ° r aPPea ' by materia " y reducin 9 or sim P ,if y in 9 the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 

4 D — W0U ' d 56 a " 0Wable ,f SUbmitt6d in 9 Separate ' timely filed —dment 

5D sKsffiar ■»« «•«««■ d oe S NOT P ,a C e the 

6. D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. y 

7. B For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)E will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 24-29 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. Q The drawing correction filed on is a)Q approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10O Other: 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) Applicatjon Nq ^ ^ 

bottomSnel^iinrnLI^r^ 0 ^ ^"fT* W J" ^ entered beCaUSe the P ro P° sed limitati °" thal ^ channels include a 
been DreS SSS^SfK? " * ta ° k a " d f ChamelS interse c«ng the bottom channel (claim 24, lines 5-7) has not 
Deen previously recited, and raises new issues requiring further search and consideration. ' 

Also, Applicant challenges the propriety of the Final Rejection dated July 20, 2004, pointing out that none of the orioinallv filed claims in 
the parent application was drawn to a tank, alone. It is pointed out, however, that claims 24 29 of this appHcatio wteE^TL 
same as claims 24-29 presented in the amendment filed July 16, 2003 in the parent application Sine ^^SSS!»S^£n 
rejected over the same grounds of rejection as their counterparts in the parent application (se page ( ol Si > oS^ZTdaZ teZer 
3, 2003 ,n the parent application), the finality of the previous Office action in this application is deemed to b proper, i l manned 
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